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DETAILED ACTION 

1 . This Action is in response to Application Number 09/717,019 received on 23 
September 2004. 

2. Claims 1-13, 20-23, 25, 26, and 28 are presented for examination. 

3. Claims 14-19, 24, and 27 have been canceled. 

Priority 

4. Examiner acknowledges the claim for foreign priority made in this application. 

5. The effective filing date for the subject matter defined in the pending claims is 
11/25/1999. 

Claim Objections 

6. Claim 10 is objected to because of the following informalities: Claim 10 recites 
the limitation "for managing relevance between classifications of information and 
transmission times o the information". Appropriate correction is required. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in public 
use or on sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in the United 
States. 

Claims 1, 9 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being anticipated by 
Nakamura et al. (U.S. Patent Number 5,913,039). 

7. Regarding claims 1 and 9, Nakamura discloses an information server system 
which comprises a server device transmitting information in response to a request, and 
at least one client device being connected to said server device and sending a request 
for transmission of information to said server device, wherein: 
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said server device includes 

schedule management means for managing relevance between classifications of 
information and transmission times of the information (Nakamura, col. 5, lines 5-10), 

request receiving means for receiving, from said client device, a request for 
transmission of information (Nakamura, col. 4, lines 60-61), 

request processing means for processing the request received by said request 
receiving means (Nakamura, col. 4, lines 62-67), 

information providing means for referring to said schedule management means, 
and for selecting classified information corresponding to a present time, and also for 
providing the selected information (Nakamura, col. 5, lines 5-11), and 

information sending means for sending, through the network, the information 
provided by said information providing means to a predetermined client device whose 
request has been processed by said request processing means (Nakamura, col. 5, 
lines 11-15); and 
said at least one client device includes 

request sending means for sending a request for transmission of information 
to said server device through the network (Nakamura, col. 4, lines 52-54); 

information receiving means for receiving the information sent from said 
information sending means through the network (Nakamura, col. 4, lines 56-57); and 

information outputting means for outputting the information received by said 
information receiving means(Nakamura, col. 9, lines 13-15). 
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Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

Claims 2, 3, 5, 6, 7, 8,10,12,1 3, 23, 26, and 28 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 

103(a) as being unpatentable over Nakamura in view of Shaffer et al. (U.S. Patent 

Number 6,600,817). 

8. Regarding claims 2, 6, 7, 8, 10, 13, 23, 26, and 28, Nakamura discloses an 
information server system which comprises a server device transmitting information in 
response to a request, and at least one client device being connected to said server 
device and sending a request for transmission of information to said server device, 
wherein: 

said server device includes 

schedule management means for managing relevance between classifications of 
information and transmission times of the information (Nakamura, col. 5, lines 5-10), 

request receiving means for receiving, from said client device, a request for 
transmission of information (Nakamura, col. 4, lines 60-61), 

request processing means for processing the request received by said request 
receiving means (Nakamura, col. 4, lines 62-67), 
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information providing means for referring to said schedule management means, 
and for selecting classified information corresponding to a present time, and also for 
providing the selected information (Nakamura, col. 5, lines 5-1 1), and 

information sending means for sending, through the network, the information 
provided by said information providing means to a predetermined client device whose 
request has been processed by said request processing means (Nakamura, col. 5, 
lines 11-15); and 
said at least one client device includes 

request sending means for sending a request for transmission of information 
to said server device through the network (Nakamura, col. 4, lines 52-54); 

information receiving means for receiving the information sent from said 
information sending means through the network (Nakamura, col. 4, lines 56-57); and 

information outputting means for outputting the information received by said 
information receiving means(Nakamura, col. 9, lines 13-15). 
However, Nakamura does not explicitly state wherein the server includes schedule 
management means for managing relevance between information representing areas 
and time zones of the respective areas, and an area determination means for 
determining in which area at least one client device having sent a request for 
transmission of information exists, and information providing means for selecting 
classified information corresponding to a present time zone of the area which is 
determined by said area determination means. 
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In an analogous art of networking, Shaffer discloses a method and apparatus for 
monitoring communication connections within and across time zones where the server 
determines the time zone of the calling communication terminal (Shaffer, col. 5, lines 
20-34). Therefore it would have been obvious to one in the ordinary skill in the art at the 
time of the invention to incorporate Shaffer into Nakamura to provide time-dependent 
monitoring of communication connections to a target communication terminal when a 
client makes a request from a different time zone (Shaffer, col. 2, lines 25-30) allowing 
the server to provide proper information according to the time zone of the client. 

9. Regarding claim 3, Nakamura and Shaffer disclose the limitations, substantially 
as claimed, as described in claim 2, including 

wherein said server device further includes schedule information sending means 
for sending schedule information representing relevance between classifications of 
information and transmission times of the information to said at least one client device 
through the network (Nakamura, col. 10, lines 35-41); 

said at least one client device further includes 

schedule information receiving means for receiving schedule information 

sent from said schedule information sending means through the network 

(Nakamura, col. 10, lines 42-43), and 

request inputting means for inputting a request for transmission of 

information from said server device, in accordance with the schedule information 
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received by said schedule information receiving means (Nakamura, col. 10, lines 
56-57); and 

said request sending means for sending a request for transmission of 
information to said server device based on an input from said request inputting 
means (Nakamura, col. 10, lines 56-57). 

10. Regarding claims 5 and 12, Nakamura and Shaffer disclose the limitations, 
substantially as claimed, as described in claims 2 and 10, including wherein the network 
is the Internet (Shaffer, col. 6, line 10). See motivation above. 

Claims 4,11, 20-22, and 25 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) as being 
unpatentable over Nakamura in view of Shaffer as applied to the limitations of claim 2 
above, and further in view of Logue et a. (U.S. Patent Number 5,935,207). 

1 1 . Regarding claims 4, 20, 22, and 25 Nakamura and Shaffer disclose the 
limitations, substantially as claimed, as described in claim 2. Nakamura and Shaffer do 
not disclose an intermediate device which has at least one client device thereunder, and 
is connected to said server device through the network, and intermediates entire data 
transmissions between said at least one client device and said server device, and 
wherein: 

said intermediate device includes second schedule management means for 
managing schedule information representing substantially same contents as the 
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relevance between the classifications of information and the respective transmission 
times of the information managed by said schedule management means, 

information storage means for storing information provided by said information 
providing means in one of said at least one client device under said intermediate device, 
and 

request processing means for processing a request, for transmission of 
information, received from said at least one client device under said intermediate 
device, and for providing corresponding information to said at least one client device; 
and 

said request processing means refers to said second schedule management 
means so as to determine whether the information requested to be transmitted by said 
at least one client device is stores in information storage means, 

reads out, when determined that the requested information is stored in said 
information storage means, the requested information from said information storage 
means, and provides said at least one client device with the read information, without 
sending a request for transmission of the information to said server device through the 
network, and 

sends the request, when determined that the request information is hot stored in 
said information storage means, to said server device through the network, and controls 
said information providing means to provide the requested information. 

In an analogous art, Logue discloses a method and apparatus for providing 
information from a proxy's cache and for dispatching requests wherein the proxy server 



Application/Control Number: 09/717,019 Page 9 

Art Unit: 2143 

receives the client request and determines whether it can handle the request or forward 
the request to the appropriate server (Logue, col. 10, lines 30-43). Therefore it would 
have been obvious to one in the ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention to 
incorporate the functionality of the server produced by the combination of Nakamura 
and Shaffer into the proxy server of Logue for the purpose of managing internet traffic 
and improving performance of the server by supplying frequently requested data from 
the proxy, reducing the number of requests that the serviced by the remote server itself 
(Logue, col. 2, lines 25-33). 

1 2. Regarding claim 1 1 , Nakamura and Shaffer disclose the limitations, substantially 
as claimed, as described in claims 2 and 10, including wherein said information 
providing means further includes counting means for counting a number of client 
devices which have sent a request for transmission of information or a number of client 
devices to which said information sending means has sent requested information, 
according to the classifications of the information (Logue, col. 2, lines 19-30). See 
above for motivation. 

13. Regarding claim 21, Nakamura and Shaffer disclose the limitations, substantially 
as claimed, as described in claims 2 and 20, including wherein the network is the 
Internet (Shaffer, col. 6, line 10). See motivation above. 
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Response to Amendment 

14. Applicant's arguments and amendments filed on 23 September 2004 have been 
carefully considered but they are not deemed fully persuasive. Applicants arguments 
are deemed moot in view of the following new grounds of rejection as explained here 
below, necessitated by Applicant's substantial amendment (i.e., by including new 
limitations to independent claim 10 will require further search and consideration) to the 
claims which significantly affected the scope thereof. 

15. Applicant's arguments with respect to claims 1 , 2, '4, and 9 have been fully 
considered but they are not persuasive. Regarding claims 1 and 9, Applicant's 
arguments include the failure of previously applied art to expressly disclose the 
teachings that the server acts to delay a response to a request made by a subscriber, 
based on time difference data kept at the server [see Applicant's Response, page 16]. 
It is evident from the mappings found in the above rejection that Nakamura discloses 
the teaching of storing start times for transmission of information based from client 
requests. Applicant's arguments also include the failure of previously applied art to 
expressly disclose the teachings f a schedule management means possessed by the 
server [see Applicant's Response, pages 17-18]. It is evident from the mappings found 
in the above rejection that Nakamura discloses the teaching of both server and client 
including schedule management means. Further, it is clear from the numerous 
teachings (previously and currently cited) that the provision for using "scheduling of data 
transmission" was widely implemented in the networking art. Regarding claim 2, 
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Applicant's arguments include the failure of previously applied art to expressly disclose 
the teachings of the area determination means in which the server determines which 
area the client exists. It is evident from the mappings found in the above rejection that 
the combination of Nakamura and Shaffer discloses this functionality, using a time zone 
offset value. Applicant only claims responding to client requests based on the clients 
area and time zone. By Shaffer including a time zone offset value in the server's 
database, the server must be able to determine the location of the client 

1 6. Thus, Applicant's arguments drawn toward distinction of the claimed invention 
and the prior art teachings on this point are not considered persuasive. It is also clear 
to the Examiner that Nakamura, Shaffer, and Logue clearly teach the independent 
claims of the Applicant's claimed invention. 

1 7. Applicant's arguments with respect to claims 1,2,4, and 9 are deemed moot in 
view of the following new grounds of rejection, necessitated by Applicant's amendment 
to the claims, which significantly affected the scope thereof. 

18. Furthermore, as it is Applicant's right to continue to claim as broadly as possible 
their invention, it is also the Examiner's right to continue to interpret the claim language 
as broadly as possible. It is the Examiner's position that the detailed functionality that 
allows for Applicant's invention to overcome the prior art used in the rejection, fails to 
differentiate in detail how these features are unique. As it is extremely well known in the 
networking art as already shown by Nakamura and Shaffer as well as other prior arts of 
records disclosed scheduling of data transmission is taught as well as other claimed 
features of Applicant's invention. By the rejection above, the applicant must submit 
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amendments to the claims in order to distinguish over the prior art use in the rejection 
that discloses different features of Applicant's claimed invention. 

19. It is the Examiner's position that Applicant has not yet submitted claims drawn to 
limitations, which define the operation and apparatus of Applicant's disclosed invention 
in manner, which distinguishes over the prior art. 

20. Failure for Applicant to significantly narrow definition/scope of the claims and 
supply arguments commensurate in scope with the claims implies the Applicant intends 
broad interpretation be given to the claims. The Examiner has interpreted the claims 
with scope parallel to the Applicant in the response and reiterates the need for the 
Applicant to more clearly and distinctly define the claimed invention. 

Conclusion 

It is presumed that the claims invoke "means plus function" language and 
interpretation in accordance with 35 (JSC 112 sixth paragraph. In order to verify and 
ascertain the metes and bounds of the claimed invention, Applicant is requested to 
isolate the portion(s) of the specification which dictates the structure relied on for proper 
interpretation if this presumption is appropriate. 

THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL Applicant is reminded of the extension of time 
policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 



Application/Control Number: 09/717,019 



Page 13 



Art Unit: 2143 

shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1 .136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the mailing date of this final action. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to J. Bret Dennison whose telephone number is (571)272- 
3910. The examiner can normally be reached on M-F 8:30am-5pm. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, David A Wiley can be reached on (703)308-5221 . The fax phone number 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 703-872-9306. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 
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